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FILE: D-169392 DATE;' 2VI ?D
MATTER OF: SteYA F. Kinele, Change of Peranennt Duty

Station

DImE6T: Employee nitified while aot temporary duty station
that temporary duty tstation has been changed to
parannont Outy otation way be rekibursoad for
round-trip Wravol expenses frora new station to
old station for purpose Gd arranging and affecting
move of family and liounehold offect.

Thin actionl la in resiponaec to a requitnt from the Director of
the Financial Hlanagoamat fivieior1 Rloional Coniofionar of Customst
U.,o Customs Sorvico, for reconnideration of a decision by the
Approving Uffflcer, Patrol M))visiou, U.S, Customs Service, dis-
allowing various expannea Incurred by SteavR P. Kinalor incident
to a change of his pormanent duty station.

The record shown that tln December 1973, while tir, Kinslar was
on temporary duty In Uan Diego, California ha was notified that
his poruMnont duty statio bhaddbean changed from tNtu York, toa York,
to San Diego with an effoctiva "lto of Minvowbec 25, 197/3, Mr. T'inalar
did not roturn to I1ew York uuit..t August 1O, 19?4, at which time he
made arrangowants to aoll h1iil husa and mwve hio fauily to San Dicgo.
After bin return to San DiegQ, r. Mtinalor uubnttted A travel voucher
for theo xponoae incurred, Illa roquost for raimbursonent for air
fare from Ban Diego to flew York and for cab fare from John P.
Rennedy Airport to his home oa Long Island was; disallowed. Althosigh.
hi. wife received per diem for the retur. trip by cnr, tir. Kinulor's
claim for por dinm during tha$ period was also daniod.

Ths personnel luvolvod in t1he tranater were nt allowed to
return to their old pout of duty tariediately bocauasv it would
disrupt the operatloni, 1n December 1973 oud January 1974, howovor,
they ware allowed to return In groups of threeo, Hr. Kinelor's
delay In returning was baeeed upon his undorstanding that he had
1-your to effect the vwve to his new pout of duty. Apparently,
the other employeeu have been roiuburued for expansaes of the
round-trip return. The diaallowance in 1tr. Kinelar's cerie is
uA uarntood to have resulted from 111.1 return having occurred
uvnrax, months later thuA thet other employees.
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It has long buen hold that i;hbo ag employee le parewnontl.r
assigRnd to the location 'thorn he is on tewporary duty, the
transfer of his pormanont duty stntion 1. *ifXcoctivo an the date
ht receivas natitication of it, 273 Conp. can, 342 (1943); 24 VI4,'
593 (1945); 30 Id. 94 (2nd decAsion) t.950); 11-160012, October 27,
1966; -875883, Julie 16, 1972, 1W* have held, thereftro, that in
auch attuatioino, the euployeao ham tan fact tra'voLed to the now
duty station ac Govarncent axpenno tuid that htlo Goveraruent'a
obigation to transport hii to that location no an Atucidenco of
transfer has boon untdnfioed. An & result, oLplo)oao on teuporary
duty at a place which has become their porsient duty station
havo not beon allowed reinbursement for wxpensei Incurred while
r.turning to their old duty stations In ordoer to rnake movtng
arrangemants. .Such tripn have been rogardedi ns prarunal and not
related to official government buaIneso. B-74659, Saptceaber 30,
1948; D-107864, February :U8, 1952; B1-140fl9, April 6, 1960;
hi-16'/022, June 18, 1969.

Thana dociolonr, houeaver, ucre overruled In Cowptro'ller
CGneral deciuton B-167022, July 12, 1976. In that case tShe
officers and crow of a Natioital, Ocenaic Atmospheric MAmniotration
veaool wero potified, hidaie tha ahip was in Seattla, 'hirAington,
that the vonaol's homn port was to be changed (rom ftlanui, Florida.
to Seattla, Wo hold that they could ba reimbursod for round-trip
travel fron Seattle to tiami for the purpose of arranging and
offectlng the transportation of their fanilien and household
effects. lio bauod t1ite 1oicision on our Interpretatioan of tim
intent of Cong:rono concerning the variouu ontitlamentt,, including
transportation of family and housohold offects to the now duty
station and roiobuarnoment of cortain real notnte trananction
oxpensos, granted to a transferred employee imder sections 5724
and 5724a of titlo 5 of tho United States Coda, As we otated in
8-167022, July 12* 1976, while It night be poouible, for an on-
ployco to arranne for tih transportation zd bin famlly and house-
hold affactn and the unla of bia former resideoce by nail ot
telephone, we raconmiro that many necessary atrangenoncd for
relocating atu entire hounchold cannot olwaya be acconplisbed from
thes now duty statlon and cay be done miore satisfactorily ihan the
employee is physically prelevt at his old xtatton. We do not
boeleve it wan intended that employcas he so restrictod In avalling
Thesosolvee of the relocation allowances granted theme by Congroas
for the txpress purpose of alleviating thts burdans that arc iwvolved
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In uprooting a family an') relocating It to a ditferent geographic
area, If there had been no transfer of the hcoi'w port of the
DISCOVIEWRE, tho officerm mand cret nenbern would kavo been returned
at Government exponae to t'heir duty stAtion. of flaud, FlorIda.

In light of tho particular factu stated above, Xr, Kinsler nay
be reoibursod for tha travel expenses ha Incurred whiSe raturnins
to fow York, ntnd, In addition, way be alloued per diema iz'r his trtp
bac&k to Sin Olego. Accordivgly, the voucher waay be certieiod fox
payment inhofor na otherwise proper and *with appropriate deduction,
for ovarpayferitII of per diem mad. In connection with Mr. Kinuler'a
wift'to travel,

Comptroller General
of the United Vtatou
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